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still need the art of thinking and that of estimating probabilities,
besides the knowledge of the value of goods and evils, in order
properly to employ the art of consequences." 1
In his preface to the Analogy Butler insists on " the absolute
and formal obligation" under which even a low probability,
if it is the greatest, may lay us : " To us probability is the very
guide of life."
4 With the development of a utilitarian ethics largely con-
cerned with the summing up of consequences, the place of prob-
ability in ethical theory has become much more explicit. But
although the general outlines of the problem are now clear, there
are some elements of confusion not yet dispersed. I will deal with
some of them.
In his Prinoipia Eihica (p. 152) Dr. Moore argues that " the
first difficulty in the way of establishing a probability that one
course of action will give a better total result than another, lies
in the fact that we have to take account of the effects of both
throughout an infinite future. . . . We can certainly only pretend
to calculate the effects of actions within what may be called an
' immediate future.5 . . . We must, therefore, certainly have
some reason to believe that no consequences of our action in a
further future will generally be such as to reverse the balance of
good that is probable in the future which we can foresee. This
large postulate must be made, if we are ever to assert that the
results of one action will be even probably better than those of
another. Our utter ignorance of the far future gives us no justi-
fication for saying that it is even probably right to choose the
greater good within the region over which a probable forecast
may extend."
This argument seems to me to be invalid and to depend on
a wrong philosophical interpretation of probability. Mr. Moore's
reasoning endeavours to show that there is not even a probability
by showing that there is not a certainty. We must not, of course,
have reason to believe that remote consequences will generally
be such as to reverse the balance *of immediate good. But we
need not be certain that the opposite is the case. If good is
additive, if we have reason to think that of two actions one pro-
duces more good than the olier in the near future, and if we hare
no means of dkcriminating between their results in the distant
1 Nouveaux Essaist book ii. chap. -nrL